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An indictment or information for extortion must charge the essential elements of the offense, in accordance with the 
general rules governing indictments or informations. 


Under the general rules applicable to indictments and informations, an indictment or information for extortion must charge the 
essential elements of the offense, | in the form of facts and not of conclusions.” It must contain a definite description of the 
offense charged and a statement of the facts in the case at bar which constitute it, with such certainty as to be pleadable in bar 


of another prosecution.” Thus, the substance of the threats allegedly made may properly be set forth in some detail.” 


Where the offense is designated by statute, an indictment or information which charges the offense in the language of the statute 


is sufficient.° It is not necessary to allege the section of the statute violated.” 


In a proper case, unnecessary words in the indictment may be disregarded. 


Allegations as to nature of services. 


An allegation of the services for which fees were charged is necessary,” and the offense, if statutory, must be charged in terms 


bringing the rendition of the services within the statutory definition. 1° The allegation must be made with sufficient certainty 
to enable the court to conclude from facts stated whether or not the compensation received was other than that authorized or 


permitted by law. H 
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Allegations as to time and place of extortionate act. 


The time and place of the extortionate act are material averments in an indictment and must be specifically alleged. 12 The words 


"then and there," without further allegation of time and place, are not sufficient. 1? 


Allegations as to intent. 


An indictment at common law or under a statute adopting the common-law rule with reference to intent must allege a corrupt 


purpose. r 
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N.J.— State v. Weleck, 10 N.J. 355,91 A.2d 751 (1952). 

Hobbs Act extortion 

An indictment alleging that a county councilperson took "official action" to benefit a local business owner 
by helping him "achieve favorable outcomes in judicial and administrative proceedings" and setting out facts 
supporting those allegations sufficiently alleged the elements of Hobbs Act extortion. 

U.S.—United States v. Lee, 919 F.3d 340 (6th Cir. 2019). 

Or.—State v. Packard, 4 Or. 157, 1871 WL 1126 (1871). 

Fla.—La Tour v. Stone, 139 Fla. 681, 190 So. 704 (1939). 

N.J.—Conway v. State, 8 N.J. Misc. 406, 150 A. 253 (Sup. Ct. 1930). 

U.S.—U.S. v. Altmeyer, 113 F. Supp. 854 (W.D. Pa. 1953). 

N.Y.—People v. Keohane, 201 Misc. 597, 115 N.Y.S.2d 492 (Gen. Sess. 1951). 

U.S.—U.S. v. Altmeyer, 113 F. Supp. 854 (W.D. Pa. 1953). 

Mo.— State v. Cummins, 288 S.W. 792 (Mo. Ct. App. 1926). 

Sexual harassment 

State was not required to describe or define "unwelcome sexual advances" or "request for sexual favors" 
in indictment charging police officer with official oppression by sexual harassment; fact that State utilized 
statutory definition of sexual harassment and conjunctively alleged two of three statutory acts or omissions 
constituting such offense provided officer proper level of notice to prepare his defense. 

Tex.—State v. Edmond, 933 S.W.2d 120 (Tex. Crim. App. 1996). 

U.S.—Williams v. U.S., 168 U.S. 382, 18 S. Ct. 92, 42 L. Ed. 509 (1897). 

Fla.—State ex rel. Williams v. Coleman, 131 Fla. 872, 180 So. 360 (1938). 

Or.—State v. Perham, 4 Or. 188, 1871 WL 1132 (1871). 

Tex.—State v. Smythe, 33 Tex. 546, 1870 WL 5797 (1870). 

Or.—State v. Perham, 4 Or. 188, 1871 WL 1132 (1871). 

N.J.—State v. Maires, 33 N.J.L. 142, 1868 WL 4251 (N.J. Sup. Ct. 1868). 

Minn.—State v. Brown, 12 Minn. 490, 12 Gil. 393, 1867 WL 1994 (1867). 

N.J.—State v. Weleck, 10 N.J. 355, 91 A.2d 751 (1952). 
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